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Bradley Memorial Hospital, Cleveland, TN
Point In Space Coordinates

(Lat. 35°10′52″ N, long. 84°52′56″ W)
That airspace extending upward from 700

feet or more above the surface within a 12.5-
mile radius of Mark Anton Airport, and that
airspace within a 6.5-mile radius of
Hardwick Field Airport, and that airspace
within a 6-mile radius of the point in space
(Lat. 35°37′34″ N, long. 85°10′38″ W) serving
Bledsoe County Hospital, Pikeville, TN, and
that airspace within a 6-mile radius of the
point in space (Lat. 35°10′52″ N, long.
84°52′56″ W) serving Bradley Memorial
Hospital, Cleveland, TN, excluding that
airspace within the Athens, TN, Class E
airspace area.

* * * * *
Issued in College Park, Georgia, on October

4, 2001.
Wade T. Carpenter,
Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division,
Southern Region.
[FR Doc. 01–25755 Filed 10–11–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 62

[MO 0136–1136; FRL–7078–9]

Approval and Promulgation of State
Plans for Designated Facilities and
Pollutants; Control of Emissions From
Hospital/Medical/Infectious Waste
Incinerators (HMIWIs); State of
Missouri

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve a
revision to the state of Missouri’s
section 111(d) plan for controlling
emissions from existing HMIWIs.

In the final rules section of the
Federal Register, EPA is approving the
state’s submittal as a direct final rule
without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
revision amendment and anticipates no
relevant adverse comments to this
action. A detailed rationale for the
approval is set forth in the direct final
rule. If no relevant adverse comments
are received in response to this action,
no further activity is contemplated in
relation to this action. If EPA receives
relevant adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed action. EPA will
not institute a second comment period
on this action. Any parties interested in
commenting on this action should do so
at this time.

DATES: Comments on this proposed
action must be received in writing by
November 13, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
Wayne Kaiser, Environmental
Protection Agency, Air Planning and
Development Branch, 901 North 5th
Street, Kansas City, Kansas 66101.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wayne Kaiser at (913) 551–7603.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See the
information provided in the direct final
rule which is located in the rules
section of the Federal Register.

Dated: September 27, 2001.
William W. Rice,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 7.
[FR Doc. 01–25584 Filed 10–11–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Parts 20 and 21

RIN 1018–AI07

Migratory Bird Hunting and Permits;
Regulations for Managing Harvest of
Light Goose Populations

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Various populations of light
geese (greater and lesser snow geese and
Ross’ geese) have undergone rapid
growth during the past 30 years, and
have become seriously injurious to their
habitat, habitat important to other
migratory birds, and agricultural
interests. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service or ‘‘we’’) believes that
several of these populations have
exceeded the long-term carrying
capacity of their breeding and/or
migration habitats and must be reduced.
This rule would authorize new methods
of take for light goose hunting. In
addition, the rule would revise the
regulations for the management of
overabundant light goose populations
and modifies the conservation order that
will increase take of such populations.
DATES: Comments on this proposed rule
must be received by December 11, 2001.
ADDRESSES:

1. Comments should be mailed to
Chief, Division of Migratory Bird
Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Department of the Interior, ms
634—ARLSQ, 1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20240. Alternatively,
comments may be submitted
electronically to the following address:

white_goose_eis@fws.gov. In order to be
considered, electronic submissions must
include your name and postal mailing
address; we will not consider
anonymous comments. All comments
received, including names and
addresses, will become part of the
public record.

2. The public may inspect comments
during normal business hours in Room
634—Arlington Square Building, 4401
N. Fairfax Drive, Arlington, Virginia.

3. You may obtain copies of the draft
environmental impact statement from
the above address, or by downloading it
from our Web site at http://
migratorybirds.fws.gov/issues/snowgse/
tblcont.html.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jon
Andrew, Chief, Division of Migratory
Bird Management, (703) 358–1714; or
James Kelley (612) 713–5409.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: We
regulate the taking of migratory birds
under the four bilateral migratory bird
treaties the United States entered into
with Great Britain (for Canada), Mexico,
Japan, and Russia. Regulations allowing
the take of migratory birds are
authorized by the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act (16 U.S.C. 703–711), and the Fish
and Wildlife Improvement Act of 1978
(16 U.S.C. 712). The Acts authorize and
direct the Secretary of the Interior to
allow hunting, taking, killing, etc. of
migratory birds subject to the provisions
of, and in order to carry out the
purposes of, the four migratory bird
treaties.

The 1916 treaty with Great Britain
was amended in 1999 by the
governments of Canada and the U.S.
Article II of the amended U.S.-Canada
migratory bird treaty (Treaty) states that,
in order to ensure the long-term
conservation of migratory birds,
migratory bird populations shall be
managed in accord with conservation
principles that include (among others):
To manage migratory birds
internationally; to sustain healthy
migratory bird populations for
harvesting needs; and to provide for and
protect habitat necessary for the
conservation of migratory birds. Article
III of the Treaty states that the
governments should meet regularly to
review progress in implementing the
Treaty. The review shall address issues
important to the conservation of
migratory birds, including the status of
migratory bird populations, the status of
important migratory bird habitats, and
the effectiveness of management and
regulatory systems. The governments
agree to work cooperatively to resolve
identified problems in a manner
consistent with the principles of the
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